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This outlines, and it is a summary of

the Specter-Hatch habeas reform bill. I
hope our colleagues will realize that
this is the time to finally face this
issue that has involved just countless
frivolous appeals throughout the his-
tory of jurisprudence in this country.

It is time to have some finality in
these matters. We protect the constitu-
tional rights and privileges of the indi-
vidual defendants, but we say, ‘‘The
game is over.’’ There will not be any
more of these ingenious appeals that
are frivolous in nature that literally
will not meet those two requisites that
I mention.

We also say to the American tax-
payers, we will not keep funding frivo-
lous appeals by people on death row.
We are not going to have another 10, 12,
or 18 years, as is the Andrews case in
Utah, the case called ‘‘hi-fi,’’ where An-
drews participated with another person
in killing a variety of people, but only
after they tortured them. They ran
pencils through their eardrums, and in
one case, poured Drano down the
throat of one of the victims. For 18
years, there was no question that An-
drews did the murder. No question he
was guilty. No question of the heinous
nature of the crime. There was no ques-
tion that the jury was right in render-
ing the verdict it did. But those ap-
peals went on for 18 years, and in each
of these aspects of the appeal the vic-
tims and their families had to go
through the whole unpleasant, vicious,
terrible experience again.

Every one of the appeals was frivo-
lous. For 18 years and 28 appeals. All
the way up through the State courts,
from the lower trial court, to the im-
mediate appellate court, to the State
supreme court. In this case, mainly the
trial court and the State supreme
court. All the way up through the Fed-
eral court, district court, circuit court
of appeals, the Tenth Circuit Court of
Appeals, and the Supreme Court of the
United States of America. It made a
mockery of the law.

I cannot blame anybody who hates
the death penalty for trying to do ev-
erything in his or her power as a de-
fense lawyer to try to deter somebody
from going to the final date of execu-
tion, but the law is the law, and wheth-
er a person hates the death penalty or
thinks it is the right thing, the fact is,
it is the law.

I do not have any fault with any de-
fense lawyer who has done his or her
best to try and free these people or at
least alleviate the death penalty. I do
not have any problem with their efforts
in that regard. I have a problem with
the law that allows that type of frivo-
lous repetitive appeals. This is the
time to change that law.

By the way, this is the only thing we
can do in this antiterrorism bill, it
seems to me, that will do something
about the Oklahoma City bombing. The
only thing we can do, it seems to me,
to bring swift justice, as the President
has called for, to the perpetrators of
the Oklahoma City bombing.

Frankly, it is something that we
have to bite the bullet on, and get it
done. We are willing to face the music
on this and to fight this battle out on
the floor. I would like it to be one of
the later aspects of this matter. The
fact is, it is time to face it.

When I talked to families of the vic-
tims, and the victims themselves just a
few days ago, they begged me to make
sure that we pass this bill and that we
pass the habeas corpus reform that we
have on the bill. Many of the State at-
torneys general, both Democrats and
Republicans State attorneys general,
want Congress to pass this habeas cor-
pus reform bill.

I think most everybody wants Con-
gress to pass the whole bill. The people
out there are sick and tired of the
problems.

Frankly, I assured those who have
been suffering so much from the Okla-
homa City bombing, and those who suf-
fer all over this country, from the re-
petitive appeals that are frivolous in
nature, and the need to continually go
to all of those hearings, I have assured
them we will face the habeas corpus
problem on this matter, and that we
will pass the Specter-Hatch habeas cor-
pus bill.

We hope we can do that in this bat-
tle, and I will do everything in my
power to see that it is done. It is no se-
cret that there are some on the floor
who do not like our changes in habeas
corpus. It is going to be a controversial
issue. I do believe that a majority of
the Members of this body will vote for
it.

There are many other things that I
would like to discuss about the bill. It
is a very complex bill. It is a very de-
tailed bill. It is a bill that covers al-
most every aspect of antiterrorism. It
is one that is long overdue. And we are
going to handle this.

Let me digress for a minute, because
my dear colleague from Pennsylvania
is concerned about having hearings on
Waco and Ruby Ridge. I have been in
constant contact with the Justice De-
partment, with the FBI, and with ATF,
and they are willing to do this. They
are willing to do this. Whether they are
willing or not, they know we are going
to do this, sooner or later.

They would prefer, as the FBI Direc-
tor has requested in writing to me,
that we defer the hearings until they
have completed their investigation in
Oklahoma City. They have also indi-
cated that sometime this summer they
feel that it will be all right, in any
event.

So we do intend to press forward. We
are putting our investigators on this
issue. They have been on it. We will see
what we can do.

I share my colleagues’ deep concern
over these incidents. I believe a thor-
ough congressional review of these and
related Federal law enforcement issues
is warranted. I intend that these hear-
ings will be held in the near future fol-
lowing Senate consideration of this
comprehensive antiterrorist legisla-

tion, upon the completion of the de-
partment’s investigation of the Okla-
homa tragedy.

Notwithstanding my desire to have
hearings on this matter, I have resisted
doing so right at this time, and I be-
lieve doing so at this time would only
serve to confuse these important is-
sues. I do not believe that the Waco
and Ruby Ridge incidents should be
linked to the Oklahoma City incident
or to the terrorist issues or hearings at
this time.

The Senate could, if we held hearings
at this time, inappropriately—albeit
unintentionally—convey the wrong
message regarding the culpability of
those responsible for the atrocity in
Oklahoma City. We simply must not do
this. Indeed, the Senate went on record
to this effect on May 11, 1995, by a vote
of 74 to 23, when it tabled a sense-of-
the-Senate resolution which would
have set a date certain for these hear-
ings. But I assure my colleague from
Pennsylvania, we probably will hold
these hearings before the end of this
summer and before our August recess.
We will do the best we can. If it does
take more time than that, we will cer-
tainly state the reasons. But that is
our firm intention and we hope we can
get that done.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered. The Senator
from Delaware is recognized.

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business for just a matter of 3
minutes so I can speak to a subject un-
related to what we are discussing now.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

f

EDUCATION

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, in over 20
years in the Senate I do not think I
have done this twice, but I will say, to
be safe, I do not think I have done it a
half dozen times. I would like to read
into the RECORD a letter that I received
yesterday from a woman who is grad-
uating from high school in my State, a
woman I have never met. Her name is
Mrs. Judi Robinson. She lives in old
New Castle, DE, which is a community
over 350 years old, a beautiful place, in
a place called Penn Acres. I would like
to read it, if I may.

DEAR SENATOR BIDEN, I am a 48-year-old
night student at William Penn High School
in New Castle. I’m one of many students who
recently wrote to you concerning adult edu-
cation. Thank you for your letter. It helped
me a little more to understand what it con-
cerns.

I have been in the program since Septem-
ber 1994 and received my G.E.D. that June.
Now I’m at Penn doing very well and will
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graduate this June. It took me 31 years to
get to this point in my life, so I thank God
that there was a program available to me.
Although my circumstances are different
than some of my classmates, we’re all there
for the same reasons, to get our G.E.D. or
better yet our diploma. Senator as far as I’m
concerned, I wanted this very badly, but I
have been married 27 years, have two chil-
dren one of which also graduates this year
from Penn. I never had to work so my edu-
cation wasn’t the top on my list. Because my
husband worked and took care of us and the
house. But most of the kids in the program
need this educational program to continue to
grow into productive adults. Our counselors
and teachers are the best, they work very
hard to keep things going well at school.
These programs need to keep going and I
know that you will do your best to keep it
going.

Now to get to the second reason I’m writ-
ing to you. I would like to take this oppor-
tunity to invite you to my graduation on
June 14 at 7:30 p.m. It will take place at New-
ark High School. Myself and I know all the
other students and staff would be honored to
have you there. I know you are a very, very
busy man but if you could find it in your
heart and schedule to make it, I would be
happy to have you there.

Sincerely,
MRS. JUDI ROBINSON.

Mr. President, the reason I read that
into the RECORD is I do not think we
should lose sight of the fact that there
are thousands and thousands and thou-
sands of women and men like Judi Rob-
inson who are going back to try to get
the basic education that for whatever
reasons they did not get when they
were children. I think our reluctance
to put as much emphasis on the edu-
cational needs in this country and the
Federal responsibility to participate in
that is a serious mistake. I am sure all
of my colleagues, and I know the Sen-
ator in the chair, the Senator from Col-
orado, like everyone else in here,
shares a sense of pride when there is
someone in their State like Judi Rob-
inson who goes through that effort.

I remember discussing with my
friend from Colorado how his mother
went back and her significant edu-
cational accomplishments and what
she has done. I just thought it worth-
while to let people know that there are
a lot of people like Judi Robinson still
fighting hard, who still have faith in
this operation, still have faith in the
system, and still think they can better
themselves through education.

I thank the Chair for this time and I
yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

clerk will call the roll.
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll.
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask

unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SPECTER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that I may be permitted to speak
for up to 5 minutes as if in morning
business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
COVERDELL). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

Mr. SPECTER. I thank the Chair.
f

NOMINATION OF DR. HENRY
FOSTER

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I com-
pliment the Labor and Human Re-
sources Committee for reporting out
the nomination of Dr. Henry Foster to
be Surgeon General of the United
States.

Earlier this morning, the committee
met and by a 9-to-7 vote recommended
the confirmation of Dr. Foster for Sur-
geon General. Two Republicans joined
with seven Democrats in favoring his
nomination and thereby bringing the
nomination to the floor.

It is my hope that we will take up Dr.
Foster in this Chamber. It is my sense
that there are sufficient votes to bring
Dr. Foster to a vote in the face of what
has been announced to be a prospective
filibuster. There is at least one Senator
on the committee as reported who fa-
vors bringing Dr. Foster to a vote even
though that Senator voted against him
in committee.

I had occasion to meet with Dr. Fos-
ter early on, and at that time I was
convinced that the sole issue was the
issue of whether Dr. Foster should be
disqualified from being Surgeon Gen-
eral because he had performed abor-
tions, a medical procedure which is
legal and authorized by the U.S. Con-
stitution. It seemed to me at that time
that all the other matters which were
brought up were red herrings, and that
real opposition to Dr. Foster lay in the
fact that he had performed abortions, a
procedure authorized by the Constitu-
tion of the United States.

I said on the Senate floor early on
that Dr. Foster was entitled to be
heard by the committee, entitled to
have his day in court, so to speak, in
this Chamber for a vote, both out of
fairness to Dr. Foster as an individual
and really as a sign that nobody would
be railroaded out of this town without
having a day in court, a chance to have
an up-or-down vote in the Senate.

There is a very important precedent
beyond Dr. Foster as an individual as
to what he is entitled to as a matter of
fairness and that is to others who may
be interested in coming to Washington,
tempted to come to Washington to per-
form public service. And many would
be discouraged if Dr. Henry Foster
would not be entitled to fair treatment
by the Senate of the United States.

I thought that reasons given by our
colleague, Senator FRIST, in supporting
Dr. Foster’s nomination were very im-
portant; that Senator FRIST, a physi-
cian himself, emphasized Dr. Foster’s
commitment to try to combat teenage
pregnancy, and that may be the No. 1
social problem in America today. If
that can be brought under control,
then there is no better person to try to
do that than the Surgeon General of
the United States. And also Dr. Fos-
ter’s commitment to press for absti-
nence and to press for family values;
those are positions which I think are

very appropriate for the Surgeon Gen-
eral.

So Dr. Foster has cleared a very sig-
nificant hurdle in the affirmative vote
of the Labor and Human Resources
Committee. Some predicted he would
never get that far.

From what I sense, the climate in
our body is to favor his nomination
coming to the floor for a vote. I think
a filibuster will be defeated and I think
ultimately Dr. Foster will be con-
firmed. That is a very positive sign of
respect for the laws of the United
States, as interpreted by the Supreme
Court, that a woman does have a right
to choose, that a nominee like Dr. Fos-
ter is not disqualified because he per-
formed a medical procedure, albeit
abortion, authorized by the Constitu-
tion, and that men and women of char-
acter and good will can come to this
town and get a fair hearing and per-
form an important public service.

I thank the Chair and I yield the
floor.

f

COMPREHENSIVE TERRORISM
PREVENTION ACT

The Senate continued with the con-
sideration of the bill.

Mr. LIEBERMAN addressed the
Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut is recognized.

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, I
rise to speak on the bill before the Sen-
ate at this time, S. 735, the Comprehen-
sive Terrorism Prevention Act of 1995.

Mr. President, let me say first how
pleased I am that the leadership of
both parties has reached agreement on
so much in this bill and met President
Clinton’s challenge to reach a prompt
and bipartisan consensus on
counterterrorism legislation in the
aftermath of the tragedy in Oklahoma
City.

Most of the key provisions of the
President’s counterterrorism bill, of-
fered earlier in the year by Senator
BIDEN and others, are included in the
measure before us. And I thank the ma-
jority leadership of the committee for
doing so. But, as Senator BIDEN men-
tioned last night, there are a few provi-
sions that have not been included.

That is why this morning I will offer
two amendments which would restore
two provisions from the original bill to
this genuinely bipartisan effort, and I
am hopeful that there is an oppor-
tunity here for bipartisan support for
these two law enforcement measures,
as well.

Mr. President, in my view, and in the
view of those I have spoken to in the
Federal and State law enforcement
communities who are involved in the
daily, difficult business of pursuing ter-
rorists, these two provisions, which
would increase law enforcement’s ca-
pacity to be involved in surveillance
through wiretapping of terrorists,
would be extremely helpful to the law
enforcement community’s efforts to
penetrate the highly secretive world of
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